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SENATE MINUTES 
April 14, 1980 
1268 
1. Remarks by Vice President and Provost Martin. 
CALENDAR 
2. 262 Rationale for the General Education Program at UNI (letter from 
General Education Committee, 3/21/80). Docketed in regular order. 
Docket 212 
3. 263 Basis for Eligibility of a Purple and Old Gold Award for Meri-
torious Scholarship (memo from Fred W. Lott, 3/26/80). Docketed 
in regular order. Docket 213. 
4. 264 Report from University Committee on Curricula and the Graduate 
Council (letter and report from Fred W. Lott, 4/1/80). Placed at 
the head of the docket, out of regular order. Docket 214. 
5. 265 Annual Report of the Committee on Admission and Retention 
(report and memo from Juanita Wright and Philip Patton, 3/31/80). 
Approved motion to receive and file this report. 
OLD/NEW BUSINESS 
6. Received informational memo from Vice President Hansmeier in re-
lation to Docket 208, see Senate Minutes 1263. 
7. Approved lists of March and May graduating students. 
8. Announcement of Senate Nomination Committee. 
9. Announcement of reception for members of the Faculty Senate. 
10. Announcement of implementation of the faculty action taken on 
March 3, 1980. See Faculty Minutes 1265. 
DOCKET 
11. 264 214 Report from University Committee on Curricula and the 
Graduate Council (letter and report from Fred W. Lott, 4/1/80). 
Approved. Also approved motion requesting of Professor Skaine 
that he prepare a statement of his concerns regarding curricular 
processing and that he submit his statement to the Senate for 
its consideration during the Fall semester 1980. 
The University Faculty Senate was called to order at 3:03p.m., April 14, 
1980, in the Board Room by Chairperson Tarr. 
Present: J. Alberts, Cawelti, D. Davis, Geadelmann, R. Gish, Hollman, 
G. A. Hovet, Metcalfe, Millar, Schurrer, Schwarzenbach, D. Smith, 
Tarr, TePaske, Wiederanders, J. F. Harrington (ex officio) 
Alternates: D. Hendrickson for Abel 
Absent: Evenson, Gillette, M. B. Smith, Thomson, Vajpeyi 
Members of the press were requested to identify themselves. Kathy Armstrong 
of the Northern Iowan and Jeff Moravec of the Cedar Falls Record were in 
attendance. 
1 . . Vice President and Provost Martin rose and addressed the Senate. He in-
dicated the university was still analyzing the Governor's revised budget mes-
sage. He stated questions have arisen concerning the proposed $7 million 
savings in hiring and purchasing. He indicated that once an understanding of 
the impact of this provision will have on the universtiy is determined it may 
be necessary to have an all-university meeting to discuss the implications 
and implementation of this action at the University of Northern Iowa. 
Calendar 
2. 262 Rationale for the General Education Program at UNI (letter from General 
Education Committee, 3/21/80). 
J. F. Harrington moved, G. A. Hovet, seconded, to docket in regular order. 
Motion passed. Docket number 212. 
3. 263 Basis for Eligibility of a Purple and Old Gold Award for Meritorious 
Scholarship (memo from Fred W. Lott, 3/26/80). 
Schurrer moved, J. F. Harrington seconded, to docket in regular order. Motion 
passed. Docket number 213. 
4. 264 Report f r om University Committee on Curricula and the Graduate Council 
(letter and report from Fred W. Lott, 4/1/80). 
Gish moved, G. A. Hovet seconded, to place at the head of the docket. Motion 
passed. Docket number 214. 
5. 265 Annual Report of the Committee on Admission and Retention (report 
and memo from Juanita Wright and Philip Patton, 3/31/80). See pages 3-8 for 
the Report. 
D. Smith moved, D. Davis seconded, to receive and file this report. Motjon 
passed. 
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U N I V E R S I T Y 0 F N 0 R T H E R N I 0 W A · Cedar Falls, Iowa so61 3 
OffiC8 of the Registrar 
AREA 319 273-2241 
TO: John Tarr, Chair 
University Faculty Senate 
FROM: Juanita Wright, Chair, Committee on Admission and Retention 
Philip L. Patton, Secretary, Committee on Admission and Retention 
RE: Annual Report of the Committee on Admission and Retention 
DATE: March 31, 1980 
The Committee on Admission and Retention reviews student academic 
progress and applications for readmission. The attached statistical 
report indicates the actions taken by the Committee during 1979. 
By Senate action on November 12, 1979, (Senate Minutes 1258) the position 
of the Coordinator of Student Research was added in an ex officio, non-
voting capacity to the membership of the Committee. Also during 1979 
the Committee was enlarged by the addition of the Dean of the School of 
Business and one elected faculty member from the School of Business. 
We are available to discuss this report and Committee activities at 
your call. We, therefore, submit this Annual Report of the Committee 
on Admission and Retention for your review. 
ch 
Attachment 
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COMMITTEE ON ADMISSION AND RETENTION 
~1EMBERSHIP 
Member 
Dr. Janice Abel 
Dr. Jackson Baty 
Mr. Yancy Beavers 
Dr. David Duncan 
Dean Margarette Eby 
Dr. Richard Hansen 
Mr. Marvin Jensen 
Dr. Paul Kelso, ex officio 
Dr. Fred Lott 
Dean Clifford McCollum 
Dean RoberE Morin 
Dean Dale Nitzschke 
Mr. Philip Patton 
Dr. Ja.ck Reed 
Dr. La.rry Routh 
Mr. Tony Stevens 
Mr. Ira Tolbert 
Dean Robert Waller 
~1r. Jack Wielenga 
~1s. Juanita Wright, Chcd r 
Area of Representation 
Office of Academic Advising 
College of Education 
Financial Aids 
College of Natural Sciences 
College of Humanities & Fine Arts 
College of Social and Behavioral 
Sciences 
College of Humanities & Fine Arts 
Office of Student Research 
Office of Academic_Affairs 
College of Natural Sciences 
College of Social & Behavioral 
Sciences 
College of Education 
Office of the Registrar 
School of Business 
Counseling Center 
Educational Opportunity Program 
Educational Opportunity Program 
School of Business 
Office of Admissions 
Educational Opportunity Program 
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COMMITTEE ON AotHSSION AND RETENTION 
Explanation of Tables 
Table I 
Indefinite suspension is for no specific period, but readmission is 
not usually granted before the student has been out of college for 
at least one academic semester. Students under academic suspension 
must apply for readmission. Some students are permitted immediate 
readmission provided they make arrangements to counseling at the 
Student Counseling Service and/or Educational Opportunity Program 
Office. All percents refer to the total undergraduate student body. 
Read the first line like this: In the fall semester, 1968, 3.1% 
of the student body began the semester on a warning, at the end of 
which 1.1% had the warning cancelled, 1.3% had it continued, and · 
enough more received warnings to bring the total at the end of the 
semester to 7.1%. Read the probations in the same way. 
Table II 
Grade indices are expressed in quartiles for each undergraduate classi-
fication and for all undergraduates. 
Table III 
This table shows the actual number of students placed into the warning, 
probation, and suspension categories for 1979. It also shows the action 
taken on applications for readmission for 1979. The awarding of 7C, 
7K, and 9K categories was discontinued as of May 11, 1979. 
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SEMESTERS 
FALL 
1968 
1969 
1970 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
SPRING 
1968 
1969 
1970 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
SUMMER 
1968 
1969 
1970 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
TABLE I 
PER CENT OF UNDERGRADUATES 
INVOLVED IN WARNINGS, PROBATIONS, OR SUSPENSIONS 
WARNINGS 
During At End 
Sem. of Sem. 
3.1 7.1 
2.9 7.6 
3.0 7.0 
4.2 7.3 
3.4 6.0 
2.7 6.4 
2.8 6.6 
3.2 7.7 
3,3 6.8 
2.7 7.5 
3.5 7.9 
4.0 7.2 
7.9 4.7 
6,6 3.9 
7.2 4.2 
6.5 6.3 
6.8 4.9 
5.6 3.9 
5.6 3.8 
6.0 5.1 
6.9 5,3 
6.2 4.8 
7.1 5,5 
7.3 5,7 
2.6 2.2 
2.2 2.6 
1.9 2.0 
4.5 5.2 
3.2 2.9 
2.3 2.7 
1,9 1,7 
1.8 2.1 
2.8 3.2 
3.0 3.6 
3.3 3.5 
2.9 3.9 
PROBATIONS WARNINGS PROBATIONS SUSPENSIONS 
During At End Cane. Cont. Rmvd. Cont. 
Sem. of Sem. 
9.8 10.5 1.1 1.3 
8.8 9.2 1.0 1.4 
7.2 5.5 1.0 1.4 
4.7 3.6 1.8 1.8 
4.3 4.5 1.4 1.4 
4,4 5.7 0.9 1.3 
4.4 5.3 1.0 1.3 
5.1 6,7 1.0 1.3 
4.8 5.1 1.2 1.4 
4.1 5.4 1.0 1.1 
4.5 5.8 1.2 1.5 
4,6 5.1 1.6 1.3 
10.7 10.9 2.2 2.4 
10.7 8.9 2.1 2.3 
9.9 7.4 3.3 2.6 
6.7 3.2 2.8 2.5 
4.2 3.6 3.0 3.0 
4.8 3.8 2.6 2.2 
5.2 3.9 2.7 1.9 
5.8 5.3 2.2 2.5 
6.7 6.0 2.5 2.6 
5.2 5.1 2.3 2.3 
5.4 5.6 2.3 2.7 
5.7 4.7 2.6 3.0 
13.2 10.7 0.9 1.0 
11.9 8.6 0.9 1.0 
8,6 6.5 0.7 0.9 
5.4 3.2 2.0 2.4 
5.0 3.8 1.6 1.5 
5.0 4.2 0.6 1.5 
3.4 2,9 0.7 0.8 
3.3 2.5 0.8 0.9 
5.4 4.3 1.3 1.3 
5.3 4.4 1.1 1.7 
5.8 5.2 1.2 1.9 
4.6 3.5 1.0 1.5 
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2.6 5.7 3.56 
1.7 4.3 2.05 
2.1 4.1 1.15 
1.2 2.5 0.89 
1.2 2.8 0.48 
1.1 3.0 0.39 
0.9 2.9 1.20 
0.5 3.6 2.25 
1.1 2.8 1. 90 
0.5 2.8 1.28 
0.7 2.8 1.62 
0.9 2.5 2.41 
2.4 6.2 5. 42 
2.3 2.3 3.60 
? 1.7 1. 20 
2.2 2.1 1.45 
1.0 2.7 0.87 
1.0 3.0 1.19 
0.7 3.0 2.47 
0.8 3.4 2.16 
1.1 4.0 2.76* 
0.7 3.3 2.44* 
0.6 3.3 3.23* 
0.7 3.0 2.60* 
3.2 2.3 1.96 
3.1 1.6 1.48 
2.7 1.1 0.56 
0.7 3.0 0.47 
1.0 3.5 0.46 
1.0 4.0 0.10 
0.6 2.6 0.22 
0.4 2.4 0.62 
1.0 3.9 1.19 
0.4 4.2 0.64 
0.6 4.7 0.90* 
0.9 3.1 0.76* 
*Includes those eligible for 
immediate readmission. 
TABLE II 
UNDERGRADUATE GRADE INDICES AT THE END 
OF FALL SEMESTERS 
Quartiles 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 
All Q3 3.00 3.18 3.27 3,33 3.33 3.31 3.29 3.25 3.29 3.27 
Under- M 2.59 2.73 2.82 2.92 2.86 2.79 2. 77 2.75 2.75 2.73 
graduates Q1 2,17 2.25 2.29 2.43 2.25 2.18 2.22 2.17 2.14 2.10 
Seniors Q3 3.25 3.38 3.50 3.55 3.56 3.53 3.50 3.50 3.50 3.50 
M 2.83 3.00 3.13 3.20 3.17 3.15 3.08 3.09 3.08 3.00 
Q1 2.36 2.63 2.67 2.85 2,73 2.67 2.56 2.53 2.53 2.43 
Juniors Q3 3.07 3.24 3.35 3.38 3.44 3.42 3.38 3.38 3.38 3.36 
M 2.67 2.85 3.00 3.00 3.00 2.94 2.93 Z.94 2.87 2.92 
Q1 2.29 2.41 2.50 2.57 2.54 2.44 2.26 2.41 2.33 2.27 
Sophomores Q3 2.94 3.08 3.20 3.30 3.27 3,33 3.27 3.24 3.28 3.27 
M 2.53 2.67 2. 77 3.00 2.82 2.81 2.78 2.75 2.80 2.75 
Q1 2.13 2.25 2.27 2.43 2.25 2.29 2.27 2.25 2.24 2.19 
Freshmen Q3 2.82 2.93 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.06 3.00 3.00 2.94 
M 2.44 2.44 2.47 2.57 2.50 2.44 2.53 2.47 2.42 2.42 
Q1 2.00 2.06 2.00 2.23 1. 93 1.87 2.00 2.00 1.92 1.88 
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TABLE III 
STUDENT PROBATION, WARNINGS, AND SUSPENSIONS 
X 0 2C 3A 3C 7C 8C 9 
Spring 1979 272 481 1 154 217 1 27 274 
Sur.1111er 1979 37 82 1 11 45 17 16 
Fall 1979 210 657 16 241 155 2 58 221 
ACTIONS ON APPLICATIONS FOR READMISSION 
(8-29-78 through 9-25-79) 
Readmits* Denials 
Spring 1979 54 5 
Surrvner 1979 15 4 
Fa 11 1979 63 23 
Total 132 32 
*Includes immediate readmissions 
Codes: 
X Removed from academic probation 
0 Warning 
1 Probation (Transfer probation given at time of admission) 
2 Probation (Transfer probation given at time of admission) 
2C Continued on probation (Transfer probation) 
3A 
3C 
7C 
Placed on academic probation 
Continued on probation (3A changes to 
return after one semester under 3A) 
Continued on probation (7K changes to 
return after one semester under 7K) 
8C Probation readmission after suspension 
9 Academic suspension 
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3C when the student 
7C when the student 
is 
is 
,,. ' 
Total 
1427 
209 
1560 
eligible to 
eligible to 
Old/New Business 
6. The Chair announced that he was in receipt of an informational memo from 
Vice president Hansmeier in relation to Docket 208 (see Senate Minutes 1263). 
The followlng is u quote from that memo: 
By the end of March, I plan to appoint a student-faculty-staff 
committee which would deliberate for the remainder of the 1979-
80 academic year and probably during much of the fall semester, 
1980. The results of their investigation will be reported to 
the University Faculty Senate as soon as possible, probably at 
the end of the fall semester or early part of the spring se-
mester 1980-81. 
7. The Registrar's Office presented to the Senate the list of graduates from 
March 8, 1980, and for May 17, 1980. J. F. I~rrington moved, Meltcalfe 
seconded, to approve the list of university graduates of March 8 a nd to approve 
the awarding of appropriate degrees to those who meet requi rements for graduation 
by May 17, 1980. Motion passed. 
8. The Chair announced that the election of Senate officers for the 1980-81 
year will occur at the May 12 meeting of the Senate. The Senate Nominations 
Committee, which consists of outgoing Senators, will present a slate of 
candidates at that time • . The Nominations Committee will be chaired by 
.Chairperson of t~e Faculty J. F. Harrington. 
9. The Chair reminded the Senators of the invitation from Vice Pres~den Martin 
to members of the Faculty Senate to attend a reception for them to be held 
on Mai 5 at 4:00p.m. in the Georgian Lounge. 
10. Chairperson of the Faculty Harrington informed the Senate that she had 
notified Professor Rathmell, Chairman of the Committee on Committees, as to the 
faculty action . in relationship to the Senate's composition. She indicated that 
the process for instituting this action will begin next fall because of college 
elections which have already occurred. The exception to this procedure is with 
the at-large representation which will not ·be replaced. She indicated that it 
would be necessary to devise a system as to when and how to count faculty 
members for unit representation purposes . . 
Docket 
11. 264 214 Report from the University Committee on Curricula and the Graduate 
Council (letter and report from Fred W. Lott, 4/1/80). 
Due to the length of this report it will not be reproduced in these minut es. 
Copies of the report are on file in each department. and dean's offic e . 
J. F. Harrington moved, Metcalfe seconded, to accept the curricular chan ge s 
for the School of Business. 
Professor Skaine rose and addressed the. Senate. lie indicated that the process 
which goes on in this r eport is not evaluated carefully enough. He indicated 
that a department head may initiate change that the college will feel obligated 
to automatically approve. He questioned as to where was the oversight in this 
procedure. He indicated that the University Curriculum Committe does not 
announce its meetings and therefore a faculty member is not able to attend 
and give input into the consideration. He stated that the university-wide 
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impact of such curricular changes were not thoroughly reviewed or analyzed . 
Professor Skaine indicntod thnt the report will call for staff additions 
without being analyzed as to the needs or the implications. 
Vice Chairperson Schurrer indicated that whnt hnppens in the department is 
an internal matter. She indicated that the individual does have input at 
the collegiate level and the individual does have a departmental representative 
who sits on the University Curriculum Committee. 
Professor Skaine indicated that a general notice to students and faculty as 
to when the Curriculum Committee meets should be announced so that input can 
be sought and made. 
Vice Chairperson Schurrer indicated that the Senate must trust the judgment 
made at the lower levels because the Senate cannot know the nuances of every 
course change. 
Question on the motion was called. Motion passed. 
Geadelmann moved, Schwarzenbach seconded, the approval of the curricular 
changes for the College of Education. 
Question on the motion was called. Motion passed. 
Schurrer moved, Metcalfe seconded, the curricular changes of the College of 
Humanities and r:ine Arts be approved. 
Senator Millar raised a question on page 25 and asked Professor Skaine for 
his input into the re:v:isions in the Speech major. 
Professor Skaine indicated that the increase in the hours of the major was 
done because the department head wished the major to be composed of addi-
tional hours. lie stated that if you looked at what has been excluded, that 
some of those courses must be taken anyway to meet the requirements of the 
major and are, therefore, additional course requirements. He stated he 
thought that the proposal should go back to the department for clarification 
and justification. 
Senator Gish pointed out that the Speech Department did approve this change by 
majority vote. He stated that the issues of adjunct and temporary instructors 
do not contradict the fact that the change was recorrunended. 
Wiederanders inquired if there was any precedence for the Senate to a s k f or a 
rationale by a department for an increase in major hours. 
Assistant Vice President Lott indicated that while there has been much discussion 
by members of the faculty and Faculty Senate as to length of majors, that general 
concerns were not voiced if the increase in the major did not exceed 55 semester 
hours. This is on the basis of a previous faculty resolution that indicated 
that a major should not exceed 55 semester hours without having the consent of 
the Faculty Senate. 
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Schwarzenbach inquired if a rationale was submitted at the collegiate level with 
a justification sheet. Skaine responded yes and stated that there were no 
procedural errors in the process, simply a lack of oversight. Schwarzenbach 
inquired if the recommended changes had majority support of the department 
and the college curriculum and the univesity curriculum committee. Professor 
Skaine responded in the affirmative. 
Senator Millar addressed the following question to Professor Skaine, "With 
the hidden requirements, what is the real number of the hours required on 
the major?" Professor Skaine indicated that the number probably rises to 
a total of approximately 45 on a major which previously was 32. On the 
previous major the excluded courses did not affect the total. 
Senator G. A. Hovet asked for a listing of the courses that are excluded 
which are currently on the general education program. Professor Skaine 
responded that 50:026, 020, 031, 139, and 034 are currently on the general 
education program. He stated that there was no rhyme nor reason to the 
selection of those excluded courses, since some of those courses are 
required on other majors within the department. 
Schwarzenbach inquired as how they can be considered hidden requirements if 
they are not prerequisites for other courses. Professor Skaine responded 
that the upper-level courses are not offered on a continuing basis. 
Professor Robert Talbott rose and addressed the Senate. He questioned what 
was a Valid major. He indicated it could be considered valid if it re-
ceived a majority approval at all the various levels. He stated he resented 
very much that one faculty member may be in disagreement with the majority 
of the Curriculum Committeeandaccuse that committee of not doing their job. 
Professor Skaine responded by saying that he was not indicating that the 
Committee was not doing their job, rather that there was a lack of com-
munication as to when the meetings of the Curriculum Committee were being held. 
Senator Davis indicated that he was troubled with temporary and adjunct faculty 
members being allowed to vote on these curricular matters. 
Senator Cawelti indicated that he had heard these previous objections on this 
major at the collegiate level and that he had received,to his satisfaction, 
adequate responses from the department head. 
Senator Gish stated he felt the assumption of the temporary and adjunct faculty 
members would be intimidated by the department head is fallacious. lie indicated 
that the Senate should not discuss the motives of an individual department. 
Professor Skaine inquired if the action s by an individual department head should 
affect the entire university without higher review. 
Vice Chairperson Schurrer indicated that there is oversight at every level of the 
process. She asked what more can the Senate do without interfering with the 
curr i cular process. 
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.. 
Senator Davis stated that he did not question the motives of temporary or 
adjunct facult~ just their experience with curricular process. Senator Gish 
indicated that the problem of this thought is that you arc placing in rank 
order the weight of an individual vote by indicating that a full professor's 
vote is better than an associate professor's and so on. 
Question on the motion was called. Motion was passed. 
Millar moved, G. A. Hovet seconded, that the Senate request of Professor 
Skaine that he prepare a statement of his concerns on the curricular flow 
and processing and that his statement be brought before the Senate for its 
consideration during the Fall semester of 1980. 
Senator Gish inquired of Professor Skaine if he would be willing to engage 1n 
this project. Professor Skaine indicated that he would but felt that this 
is an effort that should have been done earlier. 
Question on the motion was called. 
votes. 
The motion passed with three dissenting 
Gish moved, Metcalfe seconded, the approval of the proposals from the College 
of Natural Sciences. Question on the motion was called. Motion was passed. 
Metcalfe moved, Hollman seconded, the adoption of the proposals of the College 
of Social and Behavioral Sciences. 
Senator Gish pointed out in the section dealing with social work majors where 
that department is requiring a student to have passed the writing competency 
requirement or university level composition course before being allowed to 
declare their major. He indicated that he was fully supportive of this re-
quirement. Chairperson of the Faculty Harrington also voiced her endorsement 
of this requirement. 
Question on the motion was called. Motion passed. 
Senator Wiederanders indicated that he was impressed by the courses being 
added and the lack of courses being dropped. He inquired if this means that 
fewer students require more courses. 
Assistant Vice President Lott indicated that there were 61 new courses and 25 
courses being dropped. He stated this figure was about average from previous 
reports. He indicated the new courses are sometimes created to meet particular 
requirements of such agencies as the Department of Public Instruction or for 
specialized programs such as those with Hawkeye Institute of Technology. He 
also pointed out that sometimes when departments reorganize their majors or 
decide to embark on a new thrust, that it is necessary for them to create new 
courses. 
Senator Wiederanders encouraged a continual review of courses to encourage 
dropping from a curriculum those courses that are no longer needed. 
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Chairperson Tarr thanked the Committee on Curricula for its efforts. 
Chairperson Tarr inquired if the Senate would like to address its attention 
to Docket Item 212. 
Gish moved, Harrington seconded, to adjourn. Motion passed. The Senate 
adjourned at 4:10p.m. 
Respectfully submitted, 
Philip L. Patton, Secretary 
These minutes shall stand approved as published unless corrections or protests 
are filed with the Secretary of the Senate within two weeks of this date, 
April 21, 1980. 
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